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19870. Misbranding of Glicoiodina. V. S. v. 24 Bottles of Glicoiodina, De-
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and = destruction.
(7833-A. F. & D. No. 28515.) C )

Bxamination of the drug product Glicoiodina, involved in this action, showed
that the article would not produce certain curative and therapeutic effects
claimed for it on the bottle and carton labels. :

On July 28, 1982, the United States attorney for the Distriet of Puerto Rico,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 24 bottles of the said Glicoiodina at San Juan, P. R., alleging that
the article was in possession of Juan R. de Torres, of San Juan, P. R, and was
being offered for sale and sold in Puerto Rico, and charging misbranding in
violation of the food and drugs act as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of iodine, potassium iodide, menthol, "eucalyptol, glycerin,
alcohol, and water,

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the fol-
lowing statements regarding its curative and therapeutic effects, were false
and fraudulent, since the said article contained no ingredient or combination of
‘ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed: (Carton label) “ For all
Diseases of the Mouth * * * Recommended for the Affections of the
Mouth; ” (bottle label) “For all Diseases of the Mouth.”

On September 9, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the

court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. ‘
: HENRY A. WALLLACE, Secretary of Agriculture.

19871. Misbranding of Penetrating liniment. TU. 8. v. 28 Bottles of Pene-
trating Liniment. Default decree of condemnation and destrue-
tion. (F. & D. No. 27782, I. 8. No. 42194. 8. No. 5856.)

Examination of the drug product Penetrating liniment, involved in this action,
disclosed no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing
certain curative and therapeutic effects claimed for it on the bottle label. The
article also- was found to contain chloroform and alcohol, which were not
declared on the label as required by law.

On February 26, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia, holding a District Court, a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of 28 bottles of the said Penetrating liniment at
Washington, D. C., alleging that the article was in the possession of White
Purity Products, of Washington, D. C., and was being offered for sale and sold
in the District of Columbia, and charging misbranding in violation of the
food and drugs act as amended. . N

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of alcohol (46.7 per cent by volume), chloroform (5.6 minims
per fluid ounce), methyl salicylate (1.6 grams per 100 milliliters), boric acid
(0.66 gram per 100 milliliters), distilled witch hazel extract, and water.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the
package failed to bear on the label a statement of the quantity or proportion
of alcohol contained therein, and a statement of the quantity or proportion
of chloroform contained therein. Misbranding was alleged for the further
reason that the following statements regarding its curative and therapeutic
effects, appearing on the bottle label, “ Recommended for Lumbago, Muscular
Rheumatism, Pleurisy, Sciatica, * * * Stiff Neck, Etc.,” were false and
fraudulent, since the said article contained no ingredient or combination of
ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed. ‘

On September 19, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation was entered and it was ordered by the court that the
product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

HENRY A. WALLACE, Secretary of Agriculture.

19872. Misbranding of Eucaline tonic compound. ‘U. 8. v. 37 Packages of
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BExamination of the drug product Eucaline tonic compound, involved in this

action, disclosed no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of pro-
.ducing certain curative and therapeutic effects claimed in the labeling.

166071—33——3



604 | " FOOD AND DRUGS ACT [N.J,P.D.

On May 2, 1932, the United States attorney for the Western District of Lou-
isiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 37 packages of the said Eucaline tonic compound, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Shreveport, La., alleging that the article
had been shipped in interstate commerce, on or about August 21, 1931, by the
Eucaline Medicine Co., from Dallas, Tex., to Shreveport, La., and chargmg mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of a suspension of cinchona alkaloids (quinidine and cinchoni-
dine, 2.35 grams per 100 milliliters equivalent to 7.48 grains per fluid ounce),
acetanilid (2.7 grains per fluid ounce), peppermint oil, alcohol, sugar, and water.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the follow-
ing statements regarding the curative and therapeutic effects of the said article,
appearing on the bottle and carton label and in an accompanying circular, were
false and fraudulent, since it contained no ingredients or combination of ingre-
dients capable of producing the effects claimed: (Carton) ¢ Free from Dan-
gerous Medicine * * * Is a most excellent remedy in cases of LaGrippe
* * * Acts mildly on the Liver and Bowels * * * Restorative * * *
Itisagreat * * * Remedyfor * * * La Grippe * * * .Take every
8 hours to stop * * * La Grippe. * * * {o strengthen the system.
* * #* [Similar statements are made in foreign languages];” (bottle) “ Take
every 3 hours to stop * * * ILa Grippe * * * to strengthen the sys-
tem;” (circular) “A wonderful remedy for * * * what is termed Lagrippe
in our Southern country.” :

On June 9, 1932, no appearance or claim having been entered and a jury
having found the allegations of the libel to be true and correct, judgment of
condemnation was entered and it was ordered by the court that the article be
destroyed by the United States marshal.

HENRY A. WALLACE, Seoretary of Agriculture.

- 19873. Misbrandlng of Fumoil. U. S. v. Standard Chemical Manufacturing
Co. Plea of nolo contendere. Fine, $5. (F. & D. No. 27493. 1. 8.
No 13153.)

This action was based on the interstate shipment of a quantlty of a drug
product known as Fumoil contained in cans, the label of which bore statements
representing that the article possessed curat1ve and therapeutic properties
~which, in fact, it did not possess.

On March 25 1932, the United States attorney for the District of Nebraska,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid an information against the Stand-
ard Chemical Manufacturing Co., a corporation, Omaha, Nebr., alleging ship-
ment by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act as amended, on
or about November 17, 1930, from the State of Nebraska into the State of Ari-
zona, of a quantity of Fumoil that was misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that it con-
sisted of two parts: A carton containing calcium hypochlorite, and a small
vial containing an oily liquid consisting principally of turpentine oil.

- It was alleged in the information that the article was misbranded in that
certain statements, designs, and devices regarding the therapeutic and curative
effects of the article, appearing on the can label, falsely and fraudulently rep-
resented that the article would be effective as a treatment for flu and pneu-
monia in hogs, and as a treatment for roup, nose, and throat troubles in poul-
try; whereas it contained no ingredients or medicinal agents effective as a
‘treatment for flu and pneumonia in hogs or for roup or nose and throat troubles
in poultry.

On July 14, 1932, a plea of nolo contendere to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $5.

HERRY A. WALLACE, Secretary of Agriculture.

19874. Misbranding of inhalers. U. v. 90 Inhalers. Consent decree of
destruction. (F. & D. No. 25429 I. 8. No. 15627. 8. No. 3653.)

This action involved the interstate shipment of a rumber of so-called torpedo
inhalers containing menthol. The labeling of the article represented that it
possessed curative and therapeutic properties which, in fact, it did not possess.

On or about December 12, 1930, the United States attorney for the District of
New Jersey, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the



